. We obtain an alternative to Protter's result as a corollary of our main theorem.
Clark and the author [2] recently obtained a generalization of the Hartman-Wintner comparison theorem [4] for a pair of self-adjoint second order linear elliptic differential equations. The purpose of this note is to extend this generalization to general second order linear elliptic equations. As in [2] , the usual pointwise inequalities for the coefficients are replaced by a more general integral inequality. The result is new even in the one-dimensional case, and extends Leighton's result for self-adjoint ordinary equations [5] .
Protter [6] obtained pointwise inequalities in the nonself-adjoint case in two dimensions by the method of Hartman and Wintner [4] . We obtain an alternative to Protter's result as a corollary of our main theorem.
Let R be a bounded domain in w-dimensional Euclidean space with boundary B having a piecewise continuous unit normal. will be considered in R, where Dt denotes partial differentiation with respect to x\ i-l, 2, ■ ■ ■ , n. We assume that the coefficients a{j, bit and c are real and continuous on R, the bi are differentiable in R, and that the symmetric matrix (a^) is positive definite in R. A "solution" u of Lu = 0 is supposed to be continuous on R and have uniformly continuous first partial derivatives in R, and all partial derivatives involved in (1) are supposed to exist, be continuous, and satisfy Lu = 0 in R. i-l in the case that bi = b2 = 0, and also in the case that ai2 = a*2 = 0, an = an, a22 = a22. (Two incorrect signs appear in [6] ).
The following example in the case n = 2 illustrates that Theorem 1 is more general than the pointwise condition (9). Let R be the square 0<x1, x2<7T. Let L*, L be the elliptic operators defined by Since this is fulfilled, every solution of Lv = 0 vanishes at some point of R. This cannot be concluded from (9) or from Protter's result [6] unless / has constant sign in R.
In the case n = 1, L is an ordinary differential operator of the form Lu = (au')' + 2bu' + cu, and R is an interval (xi, x2). We assert that R can be replaced by R in the lemma and theorems; for v can have at most a simple zero at the boundary points Xi and x2, and hence the first integral on the right side of (5) exists and is nonnegative provided only that V9*0 inR. In the self-adjoint case b = b* = 0 it was shown by Clark and the author [2] that the strict inequality in the hypothesis F[w]>0 of Theorem 1, and therefore also in (10), can be replaced by 5;. Indeed, this is transparent when the proof of the above lemma is specialized to the self-adjoint case. With > replaced by ^, (10) reduces to Leighton's condition in the self-adjoint case [5] .
